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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 April 2005 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1-29 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [3 Claim(s) 1-29 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-29 are presented for examination. Claims 1-29 have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Perlman etal. (03 6,141,693). 

4. As per claim 1 , Perlman teaches the invention as claimed including a network 
element [5, Fig. 4] having a transcoder [66, Fig. 4] for transcoding content of a content 
creator or provider that is presented in a certain form on one type of support terminal, 
node or device, wherein the improvement comprises that the transcoder having a 
transcoder operation module for transcoding the content based on one or more 
permissible transcoding operations authorized by the content creator or provider so as 
to present the content in a different and acceptable form on another type of support 
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terminal, node or device [col. 6, lines 8-26 & 30-61 ; the transcoding procedure is 
performed by transcoder based on file type or client's hardware/software capability 
without changing the content of the information, i.e., the transcoder responds to a data 
signal and applying transcoding which is permissible by the content creator or provider]. 

5. As per claim 2, Perlman teaches the network element is a creator terminal, a 
content provider, a proxy/gateway or a client terminal [col. 6, lines 3-8; col. 8, lines 48 - 
col. 9, line 2]. 

6. As per claim 3, Perlman teaches that the permissible transcoding operations 
include any transformation, alteration or manipulation of the content permitted by the 
content creator or provider [col. 6, lines 30-42]. 

7. As per claim 4, Perlman teaches that the permissible transcoding operations 
include a resolution reduction module for reducing the resolution of the content [col. 6, 
line 33]. 

8. As per claims 5 and 6, Perlman teaches that the content is reduced by either a 
maximum decimation factor or ratio or a minimum resolution in pixels [col. 6, lines 33- 
34]. 
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9. As per claim 7, Perlman teaches that the permissible transcoding operations 
include a color and bits per pixel modification for specifying if an image can be 
converted to gray scale or not, and minimum bits per pixel or number of colors or levels 
that can be used [col. 6, lines 33-37; col. 8, lines 55-64]. 

10. As per claim 8 ( Perlman teaches that the permissible transcoding operations 
include cropping for specifying a region of an original picture that must be preserved 
[col. 8, lines 58-64; col. 9, lines 9-54]. 

11. As per claim 9, Perlman teaches that the permissible transcoding operations 
include a quality reduction for allowing the content to be further modified by adding 
some distortions to an image [col. 7, line 44 - col. 8, line 25]. 

12. As per claim 10, Perlman teaches that a sequence of permissible image 
transcoding operations for image content includes cropping, an aspect ratio 
modification, a color and bits per pixel modification and a resolution reduction [col. 6, 
lines 8-19 & 30-61 ; col. 8, lines 58-64; col. 9, lines 9-54]. 

13. As per claim 11, Perlman teaches that the content includes images, graphics, 
video or audio [col. 3, lines 42-51]. 
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14. As per claim 12, Perlman teaches that the transcoder responds to a signal 
containing the content and information about the permissible transcoding operations 
that may be applied on the content permissible by the content creator [the transcoding 
procedure is performed by transcoder based on file type or client's hardware/software 
capability without changing the content of the information, i.e., the transcoder responds 
to a data signal and applying transcoding which is permissible by the content creator or 
provider [col. 6, lines 8-26]. 

1 5. As per claim 1 3, Perlman teaches that the transcoder applies the permissible 
transcoding operations on the content and provides a transcoded content signal 
containing information about a transcoded content [col. 6, lines 8-19 & 30-61 ; col. 8, 
lines 7-1 2]. 

1 6. As per claims 1 4-24, since they are method claims of claims 1-11, they are 
rejected for the same basis as claims 1-1 1 above. 

17. As per claims 25-29, since they are system claims of claims 1 -3 and 8, they are 
rejected for the same basis as claims 1-3 and 8 above. 

Conclusion 

1 8. Applicant's arguments filed on 4/1 4/05 for claims 1 -29 have been fully considered 
but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 
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In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that Perlman does not disclose the 
step of transcoding the content based on permissible transcoding operations authorized 
by the content creator or provider. 

1 9. Examiner respectfully traverses applicant's remarks: 

The newly added limitation only indicate the content will be modified into the 
format that is acceptable by other devices etc., there is no any claim language directs to 
transcoding the content based on permissible transcoding operations authorized by the 
content creator or provider . Furthermore, the office action has been revised to address 
new limitations in the claims. Thus, Perlman is still a relevant prior art reference. 

20. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP §706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

21 . A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
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than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Jinsong Hu } 

July 6, 2005 w 



VIET D. VU 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



